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DETAILED ACTION 

Allowable Subject Matter 

1 . The indicated allowable subject matter of claims 28, 44 and 53 is withdrawn in 
view of the newly discovered reference(s) to Berry. Rejections based on the newly cited 
reference(s) follow. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the Invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 17-26, 28-42, 44-53, 55 and 56 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Horst et al. in view of Berry. 

Referring to claim 17, Horst et al. discloses a method in a routing device for 
controlling access to a network, the method comprising: 

receiving a filter (header, Fig. 3B and respective portions of the spec.) for a node, 
the filter indicating a valid parameter for a communication transmitted by the node 
through the network; 

receiving a communication from the node, the communication having a 
parameter (priority, col. 44 lines 10-15 and col. 44 line 59-col. 45 line 6); 
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determining whether the parameter of the received communication is valid 
(validation, col. 17 line 53 - col. 18 line 10 and validate, col. 18 lines 30-35) based on 
the received filter (header, Fig. 3B and respective portions of the spec); and 

when it is determined that parameter of the received communication is not valid, 
suppressing (discard, col. 6 lines 10-16) the transmitting of the received communication, 
but fails to explicitly teach of wherein the routing device is Fibre Channel compatible. 
However, Berry discloses the routing device being Fibre Channel compatible (see Fiber 
Channel, col. 2 lines 20-25 and col. 3 lines 54-56). It would have been obvious to one 
having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to have included to 
the invention of Horst et al. the routing device being Fibre Channel compatible of Berry 
in order to have the capability to link together computers, servers, peripherals, storage 
devices, and communication devices for communications as suggested by Berry (col. 2 
lines 7-12). 

Referring to claim 18, Horst et al, discloses the method of claim 17 wherein the 
parameter is a virtual address (virtual address, col. 18 lines 65-67 and col. 20 lines 55- 
59) and the filter (header, Fig. 3B and respective portions of the spec.) indicates one or 
more virtual addresses (virtual address, col. 18 lines 65-67 and col. 20 lines 55-59) that 
can be validly used in a communication transmitted by the node. 

Referring to claim 19, Horst et al. discloses the method of claim 17 wherein the 
parameter relates to priority (priority, col. 44 lines 10-15 and col. 44 line 59-col. 45 line 
6) of a communication and the filter (header, Fig. 3B and respective portions of the 
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spec.) indicates a priority (priority, col. 44 lines 10-15 and col. 44 line 59-col. 45 line 6) 
that can be validly used in a communication transmitted to by the node. 

Referring to claim 20, Horst et al. discloses the method of claim 17 wherein the 
parameter relates to class of service (class, col. 39 lines 58-60) of a communication and 
the filter (header, Fig. 3B and respective portions of the spec.) indicates a class of 
service (class, col. 39 lines 58-60) that can be validly used in a communication 
transmitted by the node. 

Referring to claim 21, Horst et al. discloses the method of claim 17 wherein the 
routing device (see Fig. 19A and respective portions of the spec.) has multiple ports, 
wherein each port is connected to a node, and wherein each port has access to a 
received filter (header, Fig. 3B and respective portions of the spec.) for the connected to 
node. 

Referring to claim 22, Horst et al. discloses the method of claim 17 wherein the 
received filter (header, Fig. 3B and respective portions of the spec.) is associated with a 
destination address assigned to the node and wherein the filter (header. Fig. 38 and 
respective portions of the spec.) is applied to communications transmitted by the node 
that have destination address (destination address, col. 6 lines 1-16). 

Referring to claim 23, Horst et al. discloses the method of claim 17 including 
notifying a network manager when the transmitting of a communication is suppressed 
(discard, col. 6 lines 10-16). 
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Referring to claim 24, Horst et al. discloses the method of claim 17 wherein the 
filter (header, Fig. 3B and respective portions of the spec.) is received from a network 
manager. 

Referring to claim 25, Horst et al. discloses the method of claim 17 wherein the 
filter (header, Fig. 3B and respective portions of the spec.) is received from the network 
manager based on registration (initialization, col. 65 lines 45-52) of the node. 

Referring to claim 26, Horst et al. discloses the method of claim 17 wherein the 
routing device is a switch (Fig. 19A and respective portions of the spec). 

Referring to claim 28, Horst et al. discloses the method of claim 17, but fails to 
explicitly teach of the routing device being changed from Fibre Channel compatible to 
InfiniBand compatible. However, Berry discloses the routing device being Fibre 
Channel compatible (see Fiber Channel, col. 2 lines 20-25 and col. 3 lines 54-56) and 
InfiniBand compatible (see col, 2 lines 15-20 and col. 3 lines 57-65). It would have been 
obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
have included to the invention of Horst et al. the routing device being changed from 
Fibre Channel compatible to InfiniBand compatible of Berry because the host channel 
adapter and the target channel adapters which are implemented in an Infiniband 
architecture provide an interface between the switched fabric and the I/O controller or 
Fibre Channel Network as suggested by Berry (col. 3 lines 45-67). 

Referring to claim 29. Horst et al. discloses a routing device for controlling 
access to a network, comprising: 
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a component having a filter (header, Fig. 3B and respective portions of the spec.) 
for a node, the filter (header, Fig. 3B and respective portions of the spec.) indicating 
valid parameters for communications transmitted by the node through the network; 

a component that receives communications from the node, the communications 
having parameters (priority, col. 44 lines 10-15 and col. 44 line 59-col. 45 line 6); 

a component that applies the filter to the communications to determining whether 
the parameters of the received communications are valid (validation, col. 17 line 53 - 
col. 18 line 10 and validate, col. 18 lines 30-35); and 

a component that discards (discard, col. 6 lines 10-16) a received communication 
when it is determined that a parameter of the received communication is not valid, but 
fails to explicitly teach of wherein the routing device is Fibre Channel compatible. 
However, Berry discloses the routing device being Fibre Channel compatible (see Fiber 
Channel, col. 2 lines 20-25 and col. 3 lines 54-56). It would have been obvious to one 
having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to have included to 
the Invention of Horst et al. the routing device being Fibre Channel compatible of Berry 
in order to have the capability to link together computers, servers, peripherals, storage 
devices, and communication devices for communications as suggested by Berry (col. 2 
lines 7-12). 

Referring to claim 30, Horst et al. discloses the routing device of claim 29 
wherein a parameter is a virtual address (virtual address, col. 18 lines 65-67 and col. 20 
lines 55-59) and the filter (header, Fig. 3B and respective portions of the spec.) 
indicates one or more virtual address (virtual address, col. 18 lines 65-67 and col. 20 
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lines 55-59) that can be validly (validation, col. 17 line 53 - col. 18 line 10 and validate, 
col, t8 lines 30-35) used in a communication transmitted by the node. 

Referring to claim 31 , Horst et al. discloses the routing device of claim 29 
wherein a parameter relates to priority (priority, col. 44 lines 10-15 and col. 44 line 59- 
col. 45 line 6) of a communication and the filter (header, Fig. 3B and respective portions 
of the spec) indicates a priority (priority, col. 44 lines 10-15 and col: 44 line 59-col. 45 
line 6) that can be validly (validation, col. 17 line 53 - col. 18 line 10 and validate, col. 
18 lines 30-35) used in a communication transmitted by the node. 

Referring to claim 32, Horst et al. discloses the routing device of claim 29 
wherein a parameter relates to class of service (class, col. 39 lines 58-60) of a 
communication and the filter (header, Fig. 3B and respective portions of the spec.) 
indicates a class of service (class, col. 39 lines 58-60) that can be validly (validation, 
col. 1 7 line 53 - col. 1 8 line 1 0 and validate, col. 1 8 lines 30-35) used in a 
communication transmitted by the node. 

Referring to claim 33, Horst et al. discloses the routing device of claim 29 
wherein the routing device (see Fig. 19A and respective portions of the spec.) has 
multiple ports connected to nodes and wherein each port has access to a filter (header. 
Fig. 3B and respective portions of the spec.) for the connected to node. 

Referring to claim 34, Horst et al. discloses the routing device of claim 29 
wherein the filter (header, Fig. 38 and respective portions of the spec.) is associated 
with a destination address assigned to the node and wherein the filter (header, Fig. 38 
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and respective portions of the spec.) is applied to communications transmitted by the 
node that have that destination address (destination address, col. 6 lines 1-16). 

Referring to claim 35, Horst et al. discloses the routing device of claim 29 
including notifying a network manager (CPU, col. 6 lines 1-16) when a communication is 
discarded (discard, col. 6 lines 10-16). 

Referring to claim 36, Horst et al. discloses the routing device of claim 29 
wherein the filter (header, Fig. 3B and respective portions of the spec.) is received from 
a network manager (CPU, col. 6 lines 1-16). 

Referring to claim 37, Horst et al. discloses the routing device of claim 36 
wherein the filter (header. Fig. 3B and respective portions of the spec.) is received from 
the network manager (CPU, col. 6 lines 1-16) during registration (initialization, col. 65 
lines 45-52) of the node. 

Referring to claim 38, Horst et al. discloses the routing device of claim 29 
including a component that indicates that the node is not allowed to transmit any 
communications when it is determined that the parameter (virtual address, col. 18 lines 
65-67 and col. 20 lines 55-59; priority, col. 44 lines 10-15 and col. 44 line 59-col. 45 line 
6) of a received communication is not valid. 

Referring to claim 39, Horst et al. discloses the routing device of claim 29 
including when it is determined that the parameter (virtual address, col. 18 lines 65-67 
and col. 20 lines 55-59; priority, col. 44 lines 10-15 and col. 44 line 59-col. 45 line 6) of 
the received communication is not valid, indicating that the node is not allowed to 
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transmit communications to a destination address (destination address, col. 6 lines 1- 
16) associated with the received communication. 

Referring to claim 40, Horst et al. discloses the routing device of claim 29 
including a component that transmits a received communication when it is determined 
that the parameters (virtual address, col. 18 lines 65-67 and col. 20 lines 55-59; priority, 
coL 44 lines 10-15 and col. 44 line 59-col. 45 line 6) of the received communication are 
valid (validation, col. 17 line 53 - col. 18 line 10 and validate, col. 18 lines 30-35). 

Referring to claim 41 , Horst et al. discloses the routing device of claim 29 
including a component that modifies the filter (header, Fig. 3B and respective portions of 
the spec.) so that the modified filter (header, Fig. 3B and respective portions of the 
spec.) is applied to subsequent communications received from the node. 

Referring to claim 42, Horst et al. discloses the routing device of claim 29, 
wherein the routing device is a switch (Fig. 19A and respective portions of the spec). 

Referring to claim 44, Horst et al. discloses the routing device of claim 29, but 
fails to explicitly teach of the routing device being changed from Fibre Channel 
compatible to InfiniBand compatible. However, Berry discloses the routing device being 
Fibre Channel compatible (see Fiber Channel, col. 2 lines 20-25 and col. 3 lines 54-56) 
and InfiniBand compatible (see col. 2 lines 15-20 and col. 3 lines 57-65). It would have 
been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to have included to the invention of Horst et al. the routing device being changed from 
Fibre Channel compatible to InfiniBand compatible of Berry because the host channel 
adapter and the target channel adapters which are implemented in an Infiniband 
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architecture provide an interface between the switched fabric and the I/O controller or 
Fibre Channel Network as suggested by Berry (col. 3 lines 45-67), 

Referring to claim 45, Horst et al. discloses a routing device for controlling 
access to a network, comprising: 

means for applying a filter (header, Fig. 3B and respective portions of the spec.) 
to communications received from a node to determining whether parameters of the 
communications are valid (validation, col. 17 line 53 - col. 18 line 10 and validate, col. 
18 lines 30-35); 

and 

means for discarding (discard, col. 6 lines 10-16) a communication when it is 
determined that a parameter of the communication is not valid, but fails to explicitly 
teach of wherein the routing device is Fibre Channel compatible. However, Berry 
discloses the routing device being Fibre Channel compatible (see Fiber Channel, coL 2 
lines 20-25 and col. 3 lines 54-56). It would have been obvious to one having ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made to have included to the invention of 
Horst et al. the routing device being Fibre Channel compatible of Berry in order to have 
the capability to link together computers, servers, peripherals, storage devices, and 
communication devices for communications as suggested by Berry (col. 2 lines 7-12). 

Referring to claim 46, Horst et al. discloses the routing device of claim 35 
wherein a parameter is a virtual address (virtual address, col. 18 lines 65-67 and col. 20 
lines 55-59) and the filter indicates one or more virtual addresses that can be validly 
used in a communication transmitted by the node. 
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, Referring to claim 47, Horst et al. discloses the routing device of claim 45 
wherein a parameter relates to priority (priority, col. 44 lines 10-15 and col. 44 line 59- 
col. 45 line 6) of a communication and the filter (header, Fig. 3B and respective portions 
of the spec.) indicates a priority (priority, col. 44 lines 10-15 and col. 44 line 59-coL 45 
line 6) that can be validly (validation, coL 17 line 53 - col. 18 line 10 and validate, col. 
18 lines 30-35) used in a communication transmitted by the node. 

Referring to claim 48, Horst et al. discloses the routing device of claim 45 
wherein a parameter relates to class of service (class, col. 39 lines 58-60) of a 
communication and the filter (header, Fig. 3B and respective portions of the spec.) 
indicates a class of service (class, col. 39 lines 58-60) that can be validly used in a 
communication transmitted by the node. 

Referring to claim 49, Horst et al. discloses the routing device of claim 45 
wherein the routing device (see Fig. 19A and respective portions of the spec.) has 
multiple ports connected to nodes and wherein each port has access to a filter (header, 
Fig. 3B and respective portions of the spec.) for the connected-to node. 

Referring to claim 50, Horst et al. discloses the routing device of claim 45 
wherein the filter (header, Fig. 3B and respective portions of the spec.) is associated 
with a destination address assigned to the node and wherein the means for applying the 
filter applies it to communications transmitted by the node that have that destination 
address (destination address, col, 6 lines 1-16). 

Referring to claim 51, Horst et al. discloses the routing device of claim 45 
including a component that transmits a received communication when it is determined 
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that the parameters (virtual address, col. 18 lines 65-67 and col. 20 lines 55-59; priority, 
col. 44 lines 10-15 and col. 44 line 59-col. 45 line 6) of the received communication are 
valid (validation, col. 17 line 53 - col. 18 line 10 and validate, col. 18 lines 30-35). 

Referring to claim 52, Horst et al. discloses the routing device of claim 45 
wherein the routing device is a switch (Fig. 19A and respective portions of the spec). 

Referring to claim 53, Horst et al. discloses the routing device of claim 45, but 
fails to explicitly teach of the routing device being changed from Infiniband compatible to 
Fibre Channel compatible. However, Berry discloses the routing device being Fibre 
Channel compatible (see Fiber Channel, col. 2 lines 20-25 and col. 3 lines 54-56) and 
InfiniBand compatible (see col. 2 lines 15-20 and col. 3 lines 57-65). It would have been 
obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
have included to the invention of Horst et al. the routing device being changed from 
Fibre Channel compatible to InfiniBand compatible of Berry because the host channel 
adapter and the target channel adapters which are implemented in an Infiniband 
architecture provide an interface between the switched fabric and the I/O controller or 
Fibre Channel Network as suggested by Berry (col. 3 lines 45-67). 

Referring to claim 55, Horst et al. discloses the routing device of claim 45 
includes means for receiving a filter (header. Fig. 3B and respective portions of the 
spec.) from a network manager (CPU, col. 6 lines 1-16). 

Referring to claim 56, Horst et al. discloses the routing device of claim 56 
wherein the filter (header, Fig. 3B and respective portions of the spec.) is received 
during registration (initialization, col. 65 lines 45-52) of the node. 
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4. Claims 17, 29 and 45 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Hemmady et al. in view of Berry. 

Referring to claim 17, Hemmady et al. discloses a method in a routing device for 
controlling access to a network, the method comprising: 

receiving a filter (header, col. 16 lines 36-46 and col. 41 lines 21-30) for a node, 
the filter indicating a valid parameter for a communication transmitted by the node 
through the network. 

receiving a communication from the node, the communication having a 
parameter (virtual address, col. 54 lines 50-65 and col. 55 lines 10-20; priority, col. 3 
lines 1-6, col. 6 lines 25-30, col. 8 lines 15-20, col. 26 lines 50-68, col. 27 lines 1-5, col. 
27 lines 20-50, col. 28 lines 9-55, col. 30 lines 30-35, col. 40 lines 40-50, col. 46 lines 5- 
40, col. 58 lines 5-10, col. 69 lines 14-21; class of service, col. 60 lines 19-26); 

determining whether the parameter (virtual address, col. 54 lines 50-65 and col. 
55 lines 10-20; priority, col. 3 lines 1-6, col. 6 lines 25-30, col. 8 lines 15-20, col. 26 lines 
50-68, col. 27 lines 1-5, col. 27 lines 20-50, col. 28 lines 9-55, col. 30 lines 30-35, col. 

40 lines 40-50, col. 46 lines 5-40, col. 58 lines 5-10, col. 69 lines 14-21 ; class of service, 
col. 60 lines 19-26) of the received communication is valid based on the received filter; 
and 

when it is determined that parameter of the received communication is not valid, 
suppressing (discard, col. 16 lines 36-46, col. 16 line 64-68, col. 17 lines 48-68 and col. 

41 lines 25-30) the transmitting of the received communication, but fails to explicitly 
teach of wherein the routing device is Fibre Channel compatible. However, Berry 
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discloses the routing device being Fibre Channel compatible (see Fiber Channel, col. 2 
lines 20-25 and col. 3 lines 54-56). It would have been obvious to one having ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made to have included to the invention pf 
Hemmady et al. the routing device being Fibre Channel compatible of Berry in order to 
have the capability to link together computers, servers, peripherals, storage devices, 
and communication devices for communications as suggested by Berry (col. 2 lines 7- 
12). 

Referring to claim 29, Hemmady et al. discloses a routing device for controlling 
access to a network, comprising: 

a component having a filter (header, col. 16 lines 36-46 and col. 41 lines 21-30) 
for a node, the filter indicating valid parameters (virtual address, col. 54 lines 50-65 and 
col. 55 lines 10-20; priority, col. 3 lines 1-6, col. 6 lines 25-30, col. 8 lines 15-20, col. 26 
lines 50-68, col. 27 lines 1-5, col. 27 lines 20-50, col. 28 lines 9-55, col. 30 lines 30-35, 
col. 40 lines 40-50, col. 46 lines 5-40, col. 58 lines 5-10. col. 69 lines 14-21; class of 
service, col. 60 lines 19-26) for communications transmitted by the node through the 
network; 

a component that receives communications from the node, the communications 
having parameters (virtual address, col. 54 lines 50-65 and col. 55 lines 10-20; priority, 
col. 3 lines 1-6, col. 6 lines 25-30, col. 8 lines 15-20, col, 26 lines 50-68, col. 27 lines 1- 
5, col. 27 lines 20-50, col. 28 lines 9-55, col. 30 lines 30-35, col. 40 lines 40-50, col. 46 
lines 5-40, col. 58 lines 5-10, col. 69 lines 14-21; class of service, col. 60 lines 19-26); 
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a component that applies the filter to the communications to determining whether 
the parameters (virtual address, col. 54 lines 50-65 and col. 55 lines 10-20; priority, col. 
3 lines 1-6, col. 6 lines 25-30. col. 8 lines 15-20, col. 26 lines 50-68, col. 27 lines 1-5, 
col. 27 lines 20-50, col. 28 lines 9-55, col. 30 lines 30-35, col. 40 lines 40-50, col. 46 
lines 5-40, col. 58 lines 5-10, col, 69 lines 14-21; class of service, coi 60 lines 19-26) of 
the received communications are valid; 

and 

a component that discards (discard, col. 16 lines 36-46, col. 16 line 64-68, col. 17 
lines 48-68 and col. 41 lines 25-30) a received communication when it is determined 
that a parameter of the received communication is not valid, but fails to explicitly teach 
of wherein the routing device is Fibre Channel compatible. However, Berry discloses 
the routing device being Fibre Channel compatible (see Fiber Channel, col. 2 lines 20- 
25 and col. 3 lines 54-56). It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in 
the art at the time the invention was made to hiave included to the invention of 
Hemmady et al. the routing device being Fibre Channel compatible of Berry in order to 
have the capability to link together computers, servers, peripherals, storage devices, 
and communication devices for communications as suggested by Berry (col. 2 lines 7- 
12). 

Referring to claim 45, Hemmady et al. discloses a routing device for controlling 
access to a network, comprising: 
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means for applying a filter (header, col. 16 lines 36-46 and col. 41 lines 21-30) to 
communications received from a node to determining whether parameters of the 
communications are valid, and 

means for discarding (discard, col. 16 lines 36-46, col. 16 line 64-68, col. 17 lines 
48-68 and col. 41 lines 25-30) a communication when it is determined that a parameter 
of the communication is not valid, but fails to explicitly teach of wherein the routing 
device is Fibre Channel compatible. However, Berry discloses the routing device being 
Fibre Channel compatible (see Fiber Channel, col. 2 lines 20-25 and col. 3 lines 54-56). 
It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have included to the invention of Hemmady et al. the routing 
device being Fibre Channel compatible of Berry in order to have the capability to link 
together computers, servers, peripherals, storage devices, and communication devices 
for communications as suggested by Berry (col. 2 lines 7-12). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

5. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

6. Claims 17, 29 and 45 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated 
by Canion et al. (U.S. Patent Application Publication No. 2002/0108059). 
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Referring to claim 17, Canion et al. discloses a method in a routing device for 
controlling access to a network, the method comprising: 

receiving a filter (header, [0188]) for a node, the filter indicating a valid parameter 
for a communication transmitted by the node through the network; 

receiving a communication from the node, the communication having a 
parameter (HTTP request [0190]); 

determining (analyze, [0188]) whether the parameter of the received 
communication is valid based on the received filter (header, [0188]); and 
when it is determined that parameter of the received communication is not valid (known 
not support specific protocol [0190]), suppressing (discard, [0190]) the transmitting of 
the received communication; wherein the routing device is Fibre Channel compatible 
(Fibre channel, [0080], [0131] and [0137]). 

Referring to claim 29, Canion et al. discloses a routing device for controlling 
access to a network, comprising: 

a component having a filter (header, [0188]) for a node, the filter (header, [0188]) 
indicating valid parameters for communications transmitted by the node through the 
network; 

a component that receives communications from the node, the communications 
having parameters (HTTP request [0190]); 

a component that applies the filter to the communications to determining 
(analyze, [0188]) whether the parameters of the received communications are valid; and 
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a component that discards (discard, [0190]) a received communication when it is 
determined that a parameter of the received communication is not valid (known not 
support specific protocol [0190]); wherein the routing device is Fibre Channel 
compatible (Fibre channel, [0080], [0131] and [0137]). 

Referring to claim 45, Canion et al. discloses a routing device for controlling 
access to a network, comprising: 

means for applying a filter (header, [0188]) to communications received from a 
node to determining whether parameters (HTTP request [0190]) of the communications 
are valid; 

and 

means for discarding (discard, [0190]) a communication when it is determined 
that a parameter of the communication is not valid (known not support specific protocol 
[0190]); wherein the routing device is Fibre Channel compatible (Fibre channel, [0080], 
[0131] and [0137]). 

Response to Arguments 

7. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 17-26, 28-42, 44-53, 55 and 56 
have been considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

8. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 

§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 
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A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

9. Any response to this final action should be mailed to: 

Mail Stop AF 

Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 

or faxed to: 

(571) 273-8300, (for formal communications intended for entry) 

10. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jamal A. Fox whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
3143. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30 AM - 7:00 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Seema Rao can be reached on (571) 272-3174. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you v\/ould like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 




Jamal A. Fox 
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